From:
Subjecl:
Date:
To:

Cuker, Lindsay lindsay.cukerosmosisskincare.com
Fwd: UV Study Participants

July 20, 2017 at 3:05 PM

Ben Johnson Dr2en@osmosisskincare.com

---------- Forwarded message =----=----

From: Lindsay Cuker <lindsay.cuker @osmosisskincare.com>
Date: Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 12:51 PM

Subject: Re: UV Study Participants

To: "Paul Ver Hoeve, M.D." <dr.paul@facialbeautybymd.com>

Ok, sounds good. So glad to hear that.

On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 12:50 PM, Paul Ver Hoeve, M.D. <dr.paul@facialbeautybymd.com>
wrote:
Mr. Hangover did not participate. | would never allow that. Vanessa's boyfriend and his friend
as well as a girl that works for sharp burned badly. Interestingly enough, Anne did not burn.
I'm out of the office now but when | get back | can text you with a time.

On Monday, June 30, 2014, Lindsay Cuker <lindsay.cuker @ osmosisskincare.com: wrote:
Just out of curiosity, was the one who burned her friend that was hungover? He probably

shouldn't of even participated...

Would you be available at some point today to talk with Ben? He would like to schedule a
call with you. Let me know!

Thanks,

On Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 11:35 AM, Paul Ver Hoeve, M.D.
<dr.paul@facialbeautybymd.com> wrote:
Hil There are a few numbers | can get. Vanessa has her boyfriends number and his
friend who burned to a crisp. | believe only one out of three did not burn. The key is to
prove that there was no damage to the melanocytes burn or no burn.

On Monday, June 30, 2014, Lindsay Cuker <lindsay.cuker@osmosisskincare.com=

wrote:
Good Morning Dr. Paul,

Great seeing you this weekend and thanks again for all your help with the UV study. Is
there any way we can get a list of phone numbers for the participants? Dr. Johnson
would like to reach out to the people who burned.

Thanks,

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Katy Hebert <katy hebert@osmosisskincare.com>
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— — — —— fkawyhebert@osmosisskinearecom — -

Date: Mon, Jun 30, 2014 at 8:03 AM
Subject: UV Study Participants
To: Lindsay Cuker <lindsay.cuker@osmosisskincare.com>

Good morning Lindsay!
| was so great working with you this weekend!

Ben would like to call all of the people that burned as well as the ones that were on the
fence and may want to contact the ones with great testimonials as well. Gan we get a
list of phone numbers for everyone that participated ?

Katy Hebert

Osmosis Pur Medical Skincare
Marketing/Product Development
P: 877-777-2305/ 303-674-7660
F: 303-670-0567
www.osmosisskincare.com

Lindsay Cuker, LE

Western Regional Manager

Osmosis Pur Medical Skincare

Cell: 760-310-6824

Office: 303-674-7660

Fax: 303-670-0567

Email: Lindsay.Cukerwosmosisskincare.com

Connect with us

Website: www.osmosisskincare.com
Facebook: www.facebook.com/osmosisskincare
Twitter: twitter.com/#!/OsmosisSkinCare

Blog: blog.osmosisskincare.com

Dr. Paul Ver Hoeve

Facial Beauty by M.D.

San Diego Facial Rejuvenation & Laser Medical Center
Vaser Liposelection Center
www.facialbeautybymd.com
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EXHIBIT A

Evaluation of a Novel Form of Sun Protection

Paul Ver Hoeve, MDD, FACS, Ben Johnson, MD

Abstract

This randomized clinical trial was designed to evaluate a product that utilizes a purported
new technology, scalar waves, to provide sun protection. This examiner was skeptical
about the claims of Harmonized Water and their “UV Neniralizer”. Reportedly the
product is water (there is no other active ingredient) that contains a form of radio-
frequencies called scalar waves. Using a proprietary device, the company claims to be
able to imprint hundreds of thousands of specific scalar waves onto water that, when
ingested, vibrate above the skin to neutralize UVA and UVB. 24 patients were randomly
selected to participate in this trial. Each of them ingested 3ml of UV Neuiralizer and was
then exposed to one hour of sun fo one side of the body between noon and 1pm on June

28, 2014 in San Diego.

RESULTS: The participants were visually evaluated immediately after the sun exposure
24 hours later. 16 out of 24 patients did not burn during the testing. Notably, all of the
patients who burned did not recall ever exposing their skin for such an extended period of
time so we can assume many of them would burn regardless of the sun protection used.
While this examiner cannot explain exactly how it worked, the testing provides evidence
that this new form of sun protection is a viable alternative.

1.Introduction

Sun exposure has long been associated
with sun damage to the skin along with an
increased risk of developing skin cancer.
To date, all forms of sun protection have
been topical creams or sprays that must
be reapplied frequently.  Sunscreens
contain chemicals that absortb UVB
primarily but some newer chemicals have
shown an ability to absorb UVA as well.
In addition, zinc oxide and ftitanium
dioxide can provide protection by
reflecting the sun away from the skin. In
all cases the products must be rubbed
onto the surface of the skin. Controversy
continues over whether or not the
chemicals being used today are
completely safe. Studies have shown that
in many cases these chemical sunscreens
increase the inflammation in

the skin {1,2,3,4,5,6,8,11]. Recently a
study concluded that an SPF 50 chemical
sunscreen did not protect against
malignant melanoma [10]. While there is
no doubt that using any sun protection is
better than getting sunbumed, there is
more research needed on prevention of
skin cancers including but not limited to
basal cell carcinoma, squamous cell
carcinoma and malignant melanoma.

Harmonized Water, specifically the UV
Neutralizer formula, purports fo be an
effective alternative to  fraditional
sunscreens.  Through the use of a
proprietary device, Harmonized Water is
be able fo imprint a type of radio-
frequency called scalar waves onto the

~ molecules of water. The frequencies

chosen for the test product were selected
based on mathematical calculations for

Exhibit 9, p. 18



UVA and UVB “cancellation effects”.
Upen ingestion of2-3 ml of the water, the
scalar waves reportedly work their way
through the molecules of water in the

body until they reach the water in the

dermis. This process has been shown to
take an hour on an empty stomach, 90
minutes if any food is present in the
stomach.  The scalar “cancellation”
frequencies apparently then vibrate af the
skin level for three more hours before
diminishing. The product claims to
prevent 97% of UVA/UVB from
reaching the skin. While evidence for
scalar waves exists, there has never been
substantial evidence that these waves can
be imprinted on water [7,9].  This
examiner was skeptical of such claims,
especially knowing that there does not
appear to be a test to prove the deposition
of scalar waves into the water. However,
the potential benefits of such a feat
warranted a clinical evaluation of UV
Neutralizer.

Subjects and Methods

In this study, 24 patients were randomly
selected as test subjects with no
consideration for their natural skin tone.
Their age range was from 18-60. The test
subjects we screened to make sure that
they: 1) could not be on medication in
case that medication has a sun-
sensitization effect, 2) did not have a
medical condition that would influence
their tolerance to sun exposure, 3) did not
have any recent procedures on their skin
that could negatively affect the results.
The decision was made fo not do a
double-blind test for this application
because of the ethical implications of
knowingly causing a sunburn in many
people. Therefore all 24 patients received
3ml of UV Neutralizer 90 minutes before
their sun exposure. The test subjects
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gathered at a location in San Diego,
California in Jate June, 2014. They were
exposed to continuous sun on one side of
their body for one hour between noon and

Ipm.

Evalvation of their skin was done by this
examiner before, and immediately afier
their hour of sun. The following morning
a second skin inspection of their skin was
performed. The weather cooperated and
the patients were tested on a clear, sunny
day.

Results

16 out of 24 patients exposed one side of
their body to summer sun afier ingesting
3ml of UV Neutralizer 20 minutes before
the study was initiated. All 24 patients
were evaluated before, and immediately
after the exposure as well as the following
moming. There was no evidence of a
sunburn on 16 patients, 5 had minor or
partial sunburns and 3 had significant
sunburns in the study. All of the patients
who burned said they would not normally
fay out in the sun for one hour. Many of
them said they burn with the use of other
sunscreens as well.  This proves UV
Neutralizer effectively limited the sun
damage for a majority of the users that
consumed it.

Comment

We cannot conclusively state that limited
or no inflammation was created on the
skin since biopsies were not part of the
evaluation. However, visually there was
no indication that any damage had
occurred on any of the 16 patients without
bums. Prior to testing, this examiner
personally tried the UV Neutralizer for
two hours in the sun to verify that the
likelihood of a burn was low. This test
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was also successful. Since that time it has
been effective on every occasion.

While the science being reported is
esoteric and theoretical in many respects,
such definitive results warrant further
evaluation of this product as well as the
use of scalar waves in other applications.
" If, in fact, this product does protect at a
. level similar to SPF 30 products, then it
has tremendous potential for widespread
use.

Clearly more discussion needs to be
performed on what percent of the
population can folerate sun exposure
regardless of the sunscreen used. The
incidence of skin cancer has risen
dramatically and new research shows that
the chemical sunscreens may not protect
against cancer.  The medical and
dermatologic community discuss sun
protection as it relates to UVA/UVB but
not enough is said about the effect that
medicines and illness have on the
immune system’s ability to heal sun
exposure/damage. While we have
identified several drugs that are sun
sensitizing, there are many more that
affect the skin but do not disclose that in

References:
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their literature. Sun sensitization is
another subject worthy of debate. The
fact that the capacity for the skin to heal
has been compromised logically suggests
that the overall healing ability of the
imrune System has been harmed by these
medicines. We live in a couniry where
more people take medicine than don’t and
that, combined with the skin cancer rise,
should change the conversation to include
assessments of people’s overall health in
relation to their sun exposure. The two
cannot be separated.

While the results were not 100%, the
authors believe this was due solely to the
excessive amount of sun they received to
their relatively virgin skin and their
overall health. Those who sunburned
said they have never stayed out in the sun
for one hour on one side before. Several
of the sunburned patients did not burn on
the parts of the body which had been
exposed to'the sun recently. There is the
basic premise that there are a select group
of people who cannot undergo any long
term (in this study, 1hr on one side) sun
exposure. It is the author’s opinion that a
similar study using SPF 30 topical creams
would produce a similar success rate.
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